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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 5, 7-10, 14, 15, 64-68, 73-76 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Turtle (U.S. Pat. 5,831,531) in view of Ireland et al. (U.S. Pat. 7,015,814). 

Regarding claim 1: Turtle discloses an anti-theft method for detecting the unauthorized 
opening of container and baggage which comprises receiving an indication that the container has 
been opened (col. 1, lines 49-57). Turtle does not teach arranging for ownership of the items to 
be transferred based on the indication. However, Ireland et al. disclose security tag which 
comprises arranging for ownership of the items to be transferred based on the indication (fig. 5, 
col. 11, lines 26-59). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to employ the teaching of Ireland et al. in the system of Turtle in 
order to prevent unauthorized removal of the item which is an advantage. 

Regarding claim 2: Turtle discloses wherein ownership is transferred to at least one of: a 
person who opened the container, and a party associated with the container (col. 4, lines 40-45). 

Regarding claim 5: Turtle discloses receiving a signal generated by a remote 
transmitting device (col. 1, lines 54-57). 

Regarding claim 7: Turtle discloses wherein the transmitting device is associated with at 
least one of: radio transmitter, a photosensitive device, a pressure sensitive device, a conductive 
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element attached to an enclosure, a seal having a conductive element, a seal having a non- 
conductive element, and a flexible printed circuit board device (col. 5, lines 10-17). 

Regarding claim 8: Turtle discloses receiving the signal at a controller via a 
communication device (col. 4, lines 15-21). 

Regarding claim 9: Turtle discloses the indication including at least one of: a party 
identifier, an item identifier, an item category, a container identifier, a date, a time, and location 
information (col. 4, lines 32-38). 

Regarding claim 10: Turtle discloses the indication is received via at least one of: a 
wireless network, an Internet protocol, a Bluetooth network, and a cellular network (col. 1, lines 
54-57). 

Regarding claim 14: Turtle discloses wherein the item comprises at least one of: a 
consumer item, a consumable item, paper, toner, energy, food, a medical item, medicine, 
disposable contact lenses, a software program, an entertainment item, text information, audio 
information, image information, an information storage item, a regular item, and a financial item 
(col. 5, lines 40-44). 

Regarding claim 15: Turtle discloses wherein the container comprises at least one of: a 
package, a wrapper, a box, a bag, a bottle, a can, an envelope, a label, a tag, and a tie (figure 6, 
col. 4, lines 32-34). 

Regarding claim 64: Ireland et al. disclose wherein an alert is transmitted to at least one 
of: a person who opened the container, a party associated with the item, or a third party (col. 7, 
lines 41-45). 
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Regarding claim 65: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 
claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 66: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 
claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 67: Ireland et al. disclose wherein the storage device further stores a 
container status database (figure 5, col. 2, lines 9-31). 

Regarding claim 68: Tuttle discloses a communication device coupled to the processor 
and adapted to communicate with at least one of: a container, a local device, a controller, and a 
payment device (col. 4, lines 12-15). 

Regarding claim 73: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 
claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 74: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 
claim 1 above. Tuttle also discloses another item to be provided based on the indication (col. 4, 
lines 18-21). 

Regarding claim 75: Refer to claim 2 above. 

Regarding claim 76: Tuttle discloses wherein the party has access to a plurality of 
containers and the arranging is performed after a pre-determined plurality of indications are 
received from the plurality of container (col. 4, lines 18-25). 

3. Claims 3, 4, and 1 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tuttle in view of Ireland et al. and further in view of Blomqvist et al. (U.S. Pat. 5,859,415). 
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Regarding claim 3: Turtle does not teach arranging for a party to provide payment in 
exchange for the item based on the indication as claimed. However, Blomqvist et aL teach 
arranging for a party to provide payment through wireless transmission of radiowaves in 
exchange for the item based on the indication (col 2, lines 45-53, and col. 6, lines 15-22). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to employ the teaching of Blomqvist et al. in the system of Turtle because it would be 
more convenient to make a payment through wireless transmission of radiowaves. 

Regarding claim 4: Blomqvist et al. teach wherein the payment is associated with at 
least one of: a purchase, a license, a loan, and a rental (col. 3, lines 22-25). 

Regarding claim 11: Turtle and Ireland et al. do not providing the container to a party 
without receiving payment in exchange for the item. Blomqvist et al. teach the use of debit card 
(col. 4, lines 22-23). In view of the teachings by Turtle and Blomqvist et al, it would be obvious 
to the skilled artisan to utilize the debit card such as taught by Blomqvist et al. in the system of 
the combination in order to extend the use of the device. 

Regarding claim 12: Blomqvist et al. teach arranging for the party to provide security 
deposit information (col. 3, lines 61-67). 

Regarding claim 13: Blomqvist et al. teach wherein the security deposit information 
comprises at least one of: a credit card number, a debit card number, a bank account number, 
digital payment protocol information, and an address (col. 4, lines 1-4). 

4. Claims 6, and 69-72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Turtle in view of Ireland et al. and further in view of Romano et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,507,275). 
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Regarding claim 6: Turtle and Ireland et al. do not teach wherein the transmitting device 
does not transmit a signal when the container is subsequently re-opened. However, Romano et al. 
teach pill dispensing reminder system for indicating when to take a specific pill which comprises 
the transmitting device does not transmit a signal when the container is subsequently re-opened 
(col. 4, lines 18-37). Therefore, it would have been obvious to the skilled artisan to utilize the 
teaching of Romano et al. in the system of Turtle and Ireland et al. so that once the container is 
re-opened, the transmitting device does not need to transmit a signal again which is an advantage 
by saving power. 

Regarding claim 69: Refer to claim 6 above. 

Regarding claim 70: Romano et al. teach the enclosure comprising at least one of: a 
package, a wrapper, a box, a bag, a bottle, a can, an envelope, a label, a tag, and a tie (col. 3, 
lines 27-30). 

Regarding claim 71: Turtle discloses wherein the transmitting device is associated with 
at least one of: radio transmitter, a photosensitive device, a pressure sensitive device, a 
conductive element attached to an enclosure, a seal having a conductive element, a seal having a 
non-conductive element, and a flexible printed circuit board device (col. 5, lines 10-17). 

Regarding claim 72: Tuttle discloses the transmitting device does not transmit the signal 
if a predetermined number of other containers are present (col. 1, lines 54-57). It is seen that the 
transmitting device transmits the signal only if continuity is disable. 

5. Claims 53-61, 77-81, and 83 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tuttle in view of Ireland et al. and further in view of Reber et al. (U.S. Pat. 5,798,694). 
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Regarding claim 53: Tuttle and Ireland et al. do not teach determining item quality 
information based on the indication. However, Reber et al. disclose transmitting an indication of 
the item quality information (col. 3, lines 24-29). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tuttle, 
Ireland et al. and Reber et al. in order to keep track with the status of the container. 

Regarding claim 54: Reber et al. teach wherein the determining is based on the date the 
indication was received (col. 5, lines 40-49). 

Regarding claim 55: Reber et al. teach wherein the determining is further based on a 
date associated with at least one of: creation of the item, packaging of the item, sale of the item, 
and delivery of the item (col. 4, lines 14-19). 

Regarding claim 56: Reber et al. disclose transmitting an indication of the item quality 
information (col. 3, lines 24-29). 

Regarding claim 57: Reber et al. teach wherein the indication of the item quality 
information is transmitted to the owner of the container, which is met by providing a visual 
indication of a condition of the item (col. 4, lines 5-8). 

Regarding claim 58: Reber et al. teach the indication is transmitted at least one of: 
periodically, a single time, and when the item quality information is less than a pre-determined 
minimum item quality (col. 4, lines 42-54). 

Regarding claim 59: Reber et al. disclose determining item warranty information based 
on the indication (col. 5, lines 33-38). 

Regarding claim 60: Reber et al. teach an effective date based on the date the container 
was opened by a consumer (col. 5, lines 40-49). 
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Regarding claim 61: Reber et al. inherently disclose wherein the warranty information is 
associated with a return policy (col 5, lines 33-38). 

Regarding claim 77: Turtle and Ireland et al. do not disclose determining a rate of usage 
based on the indication. However, determining a rate of usage based on the indication is old and 
known in the art as taught by Reber et al. (col. 5, lines 19-27). Therefore, it would be obvious to 
the skilled artisan to use the technique of Reber et al. in the system of Turtle and Ireland et al. in 
order to monitor the item 

Regarding claim 78: Reber et al. teach wherein the rate of usage is associated with at 
least one of: a party associated with the container, an owner of the container, a person who 
opened the container, and a destination associated with the container (col. 2, lines 14-18). 

Regarding claim 79: Reber et al. disclose reporting the rate of usage to a party 
associated with the container (col. 5, lines 19-27). 

Regarding claim 80: Reber et al. disclose wherein the reporting is performed at least one 
of: periodically, single time, when the rate of usage is less than a minimum predetermined 
threshold amount, and when the rate of usage is more than a predetermined maximum threshold 
amount (col. 5, lines 28-58). 

Regarding claim 81: Reber et al. teach wherein the indication comprises at least one of: 
an indication of a number of container that have been opened, and an indication of a number of 
container remaining (col. 5, lines 19-27). 

Regarding claim 83: Ireland et al. inherently disclose transmitting an alert if the 
container was not opened in accordance with the item requirement (col 7, lines 10-45). 
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6. Claims 62 and 63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Turtle 
in view of Ireland et al. and further in view of Tsou et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,578,199). 

Regarding claim 62: Turtle discloses an anti-theft method for detecting the unauthorized 
opening of container and baggage which comprises receiving an indication that the container has 
been opened (col. 1, lines 49-57) but Turtle and Ireland et al. do not disclose recording the 
indication as an acceptance of an agreement associated with the item. However, recording the 
indication as an acceptance of an agreement associated with the item is old and known in the art 
as taught by Tsou et al. (col. 9, lines 24-38). Therefor, it would have been obvious to the skilled 
artisan to employ the teaching of Tsou et al. in the system of Turtle and Ireland et al. for 
monitoring the item. 

Regarding claim 63: Tsou et al. disclose the item is associated with a software program 
and the agreement comprising a license to use the software program (col. 3, lines 16-31). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 82 and 84 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phung Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-2968. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:00am to 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel J. Wu, can be reached on 571-272-2964. The fax phone number for this 
Group is 571-273-8300. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-2600. 

Phung Nguyen 



Date: April 20, 2006 



